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INCIDENTS OF A TOUR. 


On the morning of the $0th April I left Richmond for the 
south-west of Eastern Virginia. I regretted the necessity of 
doing so at this periods be city was the theatre of operations, 
well calculated to exhi intellectual and theological endow- 
ments of the Baptist Hierarchy. Some exhibitions I was wit- 
ness to. The speechifyings and preachings were vague, con- 
tradictory, jejune; and betrayed a lamentable ignorance of the 
spirit, genius, and design of the gospel, worship, and traditions 
set forth by the Apostles. nea of speech, exuberant phrase- 
ology, and a multiplicity of , superseded Scripture truth, 
chaste biblical language, anid divine sentiment, so that after long 
and unwearied attention, we retired dissatisfied, because unin- 
formed. Our regret, therefore, at we arose not from a 
conviction that we should lose instruction, but from losing such 
an opportunity of philosophizing upon “the treasure,” the food 
of life, contained in the “earthen vessels” from which the Bap- 
tist people derive their weekly and monthly sanctuary-droppings, 
From what we heard, however, we cease to wonder i he 
meagre, lean, and puny condition of the “new born babes,” 
youths, and fathers of the Pe and American Baptist Zions. 
Spiritual health, upon such a diet, would surpass in miraculous- 
ness a resurrection from the dead. But to proceed. 

After a ride of eighty-five miles, on the second day I arrived 
at Pleasant Grove, Lunenburg. There being no tavern in this 
place, and a stranger too, I should have been very unpleasantly 
situated but for the hospitality of Dr.*****: He touk me 
in, and lodged me and my horse for the night, for which I take 
this opportunity of sincerely thanking him. His household is 
divided into non-professors and Methodists; and, therefore, ac- 
cording to the Sacred Scriptures, the relation which we sus- 
tained to one another was, that of a Christian to aliens from the. 
kingdom of Christ. Supper being ended, the doctor and myself 
retired, and soon entered into conversation upon the politics of 
the Kingdom. By this time he became acquainted with the 
purpose of my visit to Lunenburg, and would, I suspected, out 
of compliment to me as a Heart invite me to go to prayer 
in the midst of his assem family. To prevent, therefore, 
the unpleasant necessity of a refusal under existing circum- 
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stances, I anticipated him by a recital of the following inc;- 
dent. About six months ago, while travelling through ‘Hans. 
ver, I was benighted, and put up at the house of a gentleman, 
under similar circumstances. ‘The family had supped, never- 
theless, they very politely spread the table again for my accom- 
modation. Refreshments being removed, a New Testament 
was produced, and I was requested to pray. I took the book, 
and observed to mine host, “You must excuse me, sir, but I have 
a question to ask, and a few remarks to offer, before I can com- 
ply with your request. The Christians are a strange class of 
persons, unconformed to the customs of the world, and singular 
for their Master and conscience sake. We practice nothing 
because it is authorised by custom and antiquity; for custom 
and antiquity have sanctified the most outrageous violations of 
God’s laws. In our deviation from custom, however, we desire 
to be ever ready to give a reason for so doing; and this all men 
have a right to demand at our hands. ‘Pray, sir, are you a 
Christian?’ He answered, ‘no.’ I then turned to his lady and 
said, ‘Madam, are you a Christian?” She replied, she was not. 
Then we three are not agreed; I ama Christian, having believed 
in the Christ, and submitted to his goverament; but you have 
not. Now without faith you cannot please God, and my faith 
will not supply your deficiency. In your present state, there- 
fore, you cannot have access to God, for no one ean go to him 
except through a mediator, and you have not submitted to that 
personage; I dare not, therefore, pray with you, for God will 
spurn every one from his presence who ventures before him in 
any other way except in that which he has appointed. Prayer 
is only acceptable when it is consecrated by the blood of Jesus; 
an unbeliever’s prayer is unconsecrated, and he goes to God 
with a lie in his right hand, saying, in the act, ‘I do not need a 
.mediator, my prayer ought to be accepted without.’ I cannot, 
therefore, pray now in the plural number, and it being contrary 
to Christian law, and not wishing to exhibit before you, I can- 
not do it in the singular. Let me refer you to what the Master 
says in Matt. vi—*When you pray, be not like the hypocrites, 
who affect to pray standing in the assemblies, and at the corners 
of the streets, that men may observe them. But you, when you 
pray, retire to your closet; and having shut the door, pray to 
your Father; and your Father, to whom, though he is unseen 
himself, nothing is secret, will recompense you. And in prayer 
use not a multiplicity of words, as the Pagans do, who think 
that using many words will gain them acceptance. Imitate 
them not.’ This must be our rule concerning prayer, and I 
must conform to it this night. But, though I cannot pray with 
you, nor before you, I wit] give you some instruction in the first 
principles of the Christian Religion, and when you shall have 
obeyed the Gospel, I shall have great pleasure in praying with 
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you, and being your mouth-piece on so interesting an occasion.” 
Accordingly, 1 opened to them the Scriptures concerning the 
way of salvation, and then retired to rest. ‘The application is 
always the most unpleasant part of a discourse; Dr, * * * * *’g 

sense of propriety, however, saved me the necessity at this 
time, for he forbore to invite me to violate my conscience on this 
matter. It was afterwards reported that I refused to pray with 
the family; thus much, therefore, by way of explanation. 

In acting thus, the unthinking world, both religious and irre- 
ligious, | doubt not, will (as indeed some have already) condemn 
me especially for the want of charity manifested in the proceed- 
ing. But the condemnation of such affects me no more than 
the listless breeze. I seek not theirs nor their applause. Nor 
do I flatter myself that many who claim the name of Christian 
in this age will approbate me. But this does not move me. 1} 
have the written will of God in my hands, and from that I know 
that He will say, a is right. I can fraternize with none as 
Christians, who are not built on the Prophets, Jesus, and his + 
Apostles. I read of no such characters as Methodist, Presby- 
terian, Episcopalian, and Romanist Christians in the New 'Tes- 
tament; and, therefore, I feel assured they are not the people ; 
first calied Christians at Antioch. God’s “holy and royal priest- 
hood” is not constituted of such persons, his “spiritual temple” 
is not built up of such “dead stones”—they have not had “their 
hearts sprinkled from an evil conscience and their bodies washed % 
with pure water,” and, therefore, they are not the people to 
offer up “spiritual sacrifices to God through Jesus Christ” into 
whose name they have never been immersed. But I would ask | 
the Christian objector, how are we to let our light shine before 
men unless we carry out the principles we are taught in God’s . 
word into practice? What need the Christian care about all 
the Babylonish customs held sacred by sects? God has “sent 
them strong delusion, that they may believe a lie; that all may 
be condemned, who have not believed the truth.” 2 Thess. ii. 12. 4 
Our duty is to act in all things as the Disciples did, before any | 
of these antichristian sects were in existence. He that says we 
ought not, let him adduce some subsequent revelation from hea- 
ven to prove it, confirmed by as much miraculous evidence as 
the one we have, and we will believe, but not before. Jesus 
designed his religion to remain as the Apostles established it, by 
till he came again; if he did not where is the proof? We main- 
tain he did; if, therefore, disciples in those days would not, did 
not, dared not, worship with the devout Jews, who worshipped 
the true God, but were separated into distinct communities, 
what right have we to fellowship with those devout sectarists, 
who worship God according to their own wills, and not accord- 
ing to apostolic precept or example? They profess to know : 
God, but in works deny him. Query, seeing that prayer is one : 
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of the ordinances of God’s house, and every Christian is a tem- 
ple or house of God, and that to join together in prayer is an 
act of the most intimate communion that can subsist between 
man and man in relation to God, why may we not with as much 
propriety break the loaf with the whole host of orthodox secta- 
ries that encumber Christendom? Both these are divine ordi- 
nances, both consecrated spiritual sacrifices by the blood of Je- 
sus, and both equally valuable in their respective places, if, 
therefore, we prostitute the one, as a means of displaying our 
charity for one another, why not desecrate the other for the 
same “laudable purpose?! For my part, if I could pray with 
unbelievers, Methodists, &c. I could do so with the Romanist, 
and if I could pray with these, I could sit down at the same 
table and break bread with them too. This charity! It is the 
corrupting mildew that blights every Christian principle. It 
has obliterated the ancient lines, removed the landmarks, and 
broken down the partition wall between the Church of Christ, 
and the dominions of the god of this world. Charity! In al) 
the charity of this benighted and apostate age, | find no charity 
to God, no jealousy for his honor, no zeal for the rights of Jesus 
and his Apostles,—no, none! ‘That horrible, soul-withering, 
false-hearted, sickening charity, has regard only to the sincerity 
of opinion as the ground of acceptance with God; as if the 
great [ AM would contemplate the transmutation of his laws 
and ordinances into the trumpery opinions of men with compla- 
cency, and accept their sincerity as a substitute for his require- 
ments! Preposterous! 

I know it is the custom of the clergy to pay their scot and 
lot with their prayers, and thus the people are naturally led to 
expect them. But being no clergyman, but a Christian, I am 
determined to act upon Christian and not clerical principles; 
and if a citizen’s house is opened to me, I will either avail my- 
self of it as a citizen, or pay my way in the lawful coinage of 
the Republic. Prayer was never appointed as a means of pay- 
ing for a man’s supper, nor religion as an article of merchan- 
dize. Principle must not be prostituted tu the prejudices of 
society; but these must be subdued by that. Prayer is for 
Christians and not for the world; the world may listen, and wel- 
come, but with Christians only can a Christian pray. 

While in Lunenburg we addressed the citizens and brethren 
in considerable numbers at Meherrin, Springfield, and Cool 
Spring Meeting Houses. During the four days we spoke about 
thirteen hours on the important matters of the Christian Reli- 
gion. The hearers were very attentive, and seemed to listen 
with the greatest avidity. e have the satisfaction of knowing 
that a spirit of inquiry has been started, the eyes and ears of 
many have been opened, and ae — that the true Gospel 
of Jesus Christ has been libelled by the name of Campbellism. 
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Brethren Shelburn, Barnes, Jeter, and Pettis laboramong the 
brethren, and are determined to make a courageous stand for 
the Apostles’ doctrine, the breaking of the loaf, &c. and to be 
singular in a good though calumniated cause. As far as:a dis- 
position to learn to do the will of God is concerned, they surpass 
many who have enjoyed greater advantages. A disposition to 
learn and to receive instruction is the first step to improvement. 
From what I could observe, this appears to be the state of a 
good many. ‘They acknowledge great room for improvement, 
and we doubt not, but by using the means, they will improve. 
Lunenburg presents ait interesting field; “orthodoxy” is in .con- 
vulsions, and will, before long, have to give place to the ancient 
gospel and apostolic order. 

On May 7th, we spoke at Chesnut Hill, Nottoway. Two 
appointments were made at this place on the same day; one for 
our Methodist friends and the other for ourselves.. The meeting 
was unpremeditated, each appointment being made, unknown 
to either party. The Rev. Mr. Dance would have given way 
entirely to us, but to this we would not consent. His friends 
had come purposely to hear him; we could not hear, therefore, 
of their being disappointed. He cag opened the meet- 
ing with a song, celebrating the praises of Love. After what 
he and others called prayer, he read the 13th and part of the 
14th chapters of 1 Corinthians. He prefaced his remarks upon 
the 13th chapter, by saying that he was not ashamed to bear 
his testimony and throw in his mite to the Gospel treasury! He 
very properly observed that the word charity in the chapter be- 
fore him meant love. He said many good things about this 
fruit, insisting upon the necessity of it in all true professors of 
religion, and that without it all religion was vain. Having con- 
cluded his remarks, 1 commenced by taking up the subject. he 
had left. Istated, that I was happy inagreeing with Mr. Dance i 
upon all that he had said about love, its importance, necessity, | 
and excellence, but that he had omitted one very essential item =| 
to the comprehension of the whole, and that was, he had not, || 
yet told us what constituted this virtue called love. Now itis 
one thing to talk about a secret, but quite another to tell us 
what it is. If I were lecturing on chemistry, would my hearers 
ever learn its principles, if 1 confined myself to talking about 
the beauties and excellencies of the science, instead of layin 
down those principles, and ane | them by experiment: 
Neither can we learn the principles of faith, hope, and love by 
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discoursing about them, we must define them and show what 
they are. ‘The Christian Religion is a science, that is, a matter 
of knowledge, and differs from other sciences chiefly in this, that 
religion is a science divinely communicated; chemistry, astro- 
nomy, &c. sciences discovered by human research. Divine science 
comprehends a knowledge of the laws of the moral universe, the 
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sciences discovered by man a knowledge of the laws of nature; 
whether, therefore, of the natural or moral worlds, the laws are 
the laws of God, and can be understood only in one way—by 
scrutiny. We must, therefore, scrutinize and not soliloquize, 
we must examine and not declaim. I would endeavor to show 
them what love consists in. It is one of the fruits of the Holy 
Spirit, and consists in action not in word. The Holy Spirit 
testifies that “God so loved the world as to give his only begotten 
Son, that whosoever believes on him may not perish, but obtain 
eternal life;’ and again—‘We love God because he first loved 
us,” and by Jesus, the Holy Spirit also says, “If ye love me 
keep my commandments,” and “love is the fulfilling of the law.” 
These are the premises, the inference is as follows—that love 
comprehends the fulfilment of our relations to God and ow 
neighbor; and that these relations consist in obedience to the 
laws of God, and in doing to others as we would they should 
do to us. Love to God, therefore, is but another term for obe- 
dience to his commands. Obedience is the manifestation of love, 
and the only way in which we can show our love to God. Ar- 
dent expressions, long prayers, and a flaming profession of reli- 
gion may all exist without a particle of love. Let us, therefore, 
pyt it to ourselves whether we have obeyed the commands of 
God by Jesus Christ—whether we have believed and been im- 
mersed into his name, and continue to walk in all the ordinances 
and commandments of Christ and his Apostles—if we do, we 
have the testimony of a good conscience that we love; if bot 
our profession is vain, and we are sounding brass, and noisy 
cymbals. 

We insisted upon Paul’s definition of Faith in Hebrews, whic): 
might be resolved into the simple aphorism that faith is the be- 
lief of testimony. Thatif this were admitted, the whole system 
of superstition and delusion based upon the popular theory of 
faith wrought in the heart by some undefinable operation was 
razed to the sands upon which it stood. ‘That all religions not 
based upon facts testified and believed, were founded upon oj- 
nion, and that this was just the difference existing between the 
Christian Religion, and Sectarian Religions. ‘Fhe Christian 
Religion is.a religion of facts, Methodism, Presbyterianism, 
Episcopalianism, and Romanism mere matters of opinion; and 
a8 opinion implies doubt, they all in the aggregate, constitute a 
system of religious scepticism, proclaiming to the world, that 
the Scriptures do not contain evidence enough to enable them 
to come to an unanimous verdict as to the identity of the Reli- 
gion of Christ. ‘That Sectarianism is a version of Christianity 
but not the Religion of Jesus. Is it not remarkable that men 
will not agree to take the New Testament as their instructor, 
and believe simply what it tells them and do what it enjoins’ 
Let them cast their creeds, articles, confessions, and disciplines 
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to the moles and the bats, they tend only to perpetuate discord, ~~ 
to foment disunion; and let them believe the Gospel and be bap- t 
tized for remission of sins. Professors would then be united, : 
and might with some show of reason expect the conversion of 
the worid. 

We stated, that, for the sake of illustration, the Religion of 
Jesus might be divided into Bospel and worship. ThattheGos- | 
pel was the proclamation of pardon, upon certain conditions, to j 
the rebellious race of man; and that the worship, is the ap- | 
pointed way in which God delights to be honored by those trans- 
gressors whom he has pardoned and adopted into his family. 

‘o preach the Gospel to the reconciled and saved, or to propose 
worship to unpardoned sinners is to invert, pervert, and destroy 
the Religion of Christ. We illustrated the Gospel or good news, 
as consisting of facts to be believed, commands to be obeyed, 
and promises to be enjoyed. ‘That the testimony of the Holy 
Spirit—the written testimony—concentred in these facts, and 
these again in Jesus of Nazareth, as the sun of righteousness, 
as the rays of light converged in the heavenly bodies, and thence 
in the absent sun—that these facts, namely, his death, burial, 
resurrection, and ascension, all centred in the proposition that 
Jesus is the Christ, the Son of the living God, which is a truth, 
compared to a rock, upon which, the congregation of Christ is 
built. The commands to be obeyed are, believe and be baptized; 
and the promise to be enjoyed, the remission ef sins. ‘That in 
this consisted the good news to sinners. ‘To the pardoned an- 
other promise is made, even eternal life to all who shall perse- 
vere in well doing. We endeavored to disabuse their minds of 
the idea that all was done when they were baptized; we urged 
the recollection that they had only just commenced the life ofa 
Christian, and that they must continue in the faith, and walk 
worthily, or they never could expect to gain heaven. And with 
many other words we exhorted them, and then concluded. 

The Rev. Mr. Dance then rose and requested that he might 
add a few things. After a few prefatory remarks, he stated in i 
reply, that as to Methodists he could say that they professed to 
take their religion from the Bible, and to make it their rule of 
faith and practice. He produced the Methodist Book of Dis- 
cipline to prove it. He objected that it was no where said in 
the New ‘Testament, believe and be baptized—‘‘Will the gentie- 
man,” turning to me and presenting a pocket 'Testament, “show : 
me the place where it says, believe and be baptized?”—lastly, 
he observed, that many learned men had disagreed as to the 
meaning 0 the word baptize, and as he was no Greek scholar 
he could not judge of the matter, and besides, if he were: to 
receive my rendering by the word immersion, he should be my 
disciple and not the disciple of the Book. These» were Mr. 
Dance’s objections in substance, though not in detail. 
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To which I replied, that I did not for a moment question Mr. 
Dance’s sincerity, but that it was one thing to profess to take 
our religion from the Bible, and. another to do it. If Mr. D. 
took the Bible as his rule of faith and peace why did he carry 
the Methodist Book of Discipline in his pocket? Here lies the 
secret, John Wesley and his peers compiled their opinion in a 
book, which opinions they professed to take out of the Bible. 
that is, they formed certain opinions first, and then searched for 
texts to sustain them; whereas, the sinner searches the Scrip- 
tures and finds therein, the way which God has appointed, by 
which he may be reconciled, and the breach made by the fal! 
healed up; and by continuing the scrutiny he learns what God 
requires of the sanctified, and how they may continue in his 
favor. The Christian, therefore, does not take religion out of 
the Book, but finds it there, and there he leaves it, being de- 
sirous ony of we tye pews its ate > in his life. We thought 
it a singular mede of proving the Bible to be the rule of prac- 
tice, by quoting from the Methodist Book of Discipline; does 
not the New Testament contain rules of discipline enough? As 
to the second item, we did not suppose that Mr. Dance wished 
to abandon reason, and have recourse to sophistry. But if Mr. 
D. chose I would grant the validity of his objection, that the 
passage does not read, believe and be baptized, and therefore, is 
not a command; but if | granted this, he must also grant, that 
the same passage contains no command for him or any body else 
to preach the Gospel, for the Saviour was addressing his Apos- 
fles, then present before him, and not persons living in remote 
ages. “Go,” says he to the Eleven, “preach the Gospel to every 
creature, he that believes and is baptized shall be saved.” . But 
this conclusion, I presumed Mr. D. would not be willing to come 
to; we would, therefore, resume our position and maintain that 
the command to believe and be baptized is contained in the pas- 
sage. ‘The whole is a command to the Eleven, that if any de- 
sired salvation they were to enjoin belief and immersion; if they 
were not to require immersion, neither were they to require be- 
lief} for both belief and immersion stand in the same relation in 
the passage. As to harping upon the fact, that Jesus did not 
say, he that is not baptized shall be damned, and that, therefore, 
he made belief of more importance than baptism, the notion is 
puerile in the extreme, and never would be urged, were those 
who insist upon it only acquainted with what constitutes bap- 
tism. If a man can be saved without baptism he can be saved 
without belief, for belief or faith is necessary to constitute im- 
mersion in water Christian baptism. Those, however, who 
sprinkle infants without faith, and call it baptism, cannot be sup- 

d to understand the force and beauty of the passage: This 
is the case with our friend, Mr. Dance. If he wants a written 
eommand to “be baptized,” we refer him to Acts ii. $38. We 
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admitted fully that it is recorded in John iii. 36,“He who 
believes on the Son has life eternal.” and that here no men- 
tion is made of baptism. But even this passage is on our ‘ 
side; for the question arises—what does believing on the Son 
consist in? In doing what he commands. “You are my 
friends, if you do whatever I command you,” said the Son; 

and hence, if we do not what he bids us, we are numbered 
with his enemies. What then does he command us? To 
believe the Gospel and be baptized; and he that does this is 

the man who believes on the Son, and to him, and him alone, 

if he continue in the faith, will eternal life be given. As to 

Mr. Dance becoming my disciple, if he were to receive what 

he calls my version of the word baptize, will he stand to 
that? If he will, then, upon the same premises he is the 
disciple of King James’ Translators and not of the Author 

of the Bible; for He caused it to be written in Hebrew and 
Greek, the English Bible being only a version of the origi- 

nal. Let not my hearers, then, be led away by sophistry, 

but adhere to the principles of sound reason and common 
sense; and so will they be safely conducted to the true mean- 

ing of the word of God. But that we might go more fully 

and satisfactorily in these matters, [ invited Mr. Dance to dis- 

cuss this question before the congregation, Is MeTHopisM THE 
Rewicion oF Jesus Curist? This of course is affirmed by 

our Methodist friends, we deny it. But Mr. Dance did not 
hope to get to heaven as a Methodist, nor did he expect Me- 
thodism to carry him there, so little confidence did he seem 

to put in the Religion of his little Book of Discipline. We 
asked Mr. Dance this question, Whether he could conscien- 
tiously say that he had obeyed the Gospel by being baptized 

into the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy 
Spirit, in obedience to the command of Jesus Christ? But 

he declined both the invitation and the reply. Thus ended 

a very amicable conversation. We shook hands in token of 
good feeling, and then dismissed. 

May 22, 1835. Epiror. 








CLERICAL JUSTICE! 
Bethany, Brook co. Va. April 21st, 1835. 


Betovep Brotner Tuomas,—The following correspon- 
dence between R. B. C. Howell, late Pastor of the Cumber- 
land street Baptist church, said church, and myself, J for- 
ward to you, with the request that you will give it an inser- 
tion in your valuable periodical. The reasons for making 
this request are as follows: more than a year since a letter 
was published in the “Religious Herald” of your city, and 


“Baptist Interpreter” now the “Biblical Recorder” of North 
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Carolina, alluding to me; the charges in said letter still stand 
against me; they are untrue, and I desire that my friends and 
brethren in Norfolk should know this. 

I have endeavored to reach their ears by an appeal to the 
Church, but it appears that every door is locked against me. 
As soon as I ascertained that the pastor of the Church, had 
resolved to prevent me if possible from receiving that jus- 
tice which is my due, I addressed the letters below to the 
Church, through their Deacon; he received my letter, but it 
was suppressed, the Church was not permitted to hear it, or 
act upon it, and I have not been permitted to hear from thein. 
With much respect yours in hope of the blessed immortality. 

Wituam F, M. Arny. 


[ The Editors of the “Religious Herald” and “Biblical Re- 
corder” are requested (as an act of justice) to insert in their 
papers the following correspondence. | 


. Bethany, Brook co. Va. Jwne, 1834. 


To the Cumberland Street Baptist Church, 
Norfolk, Va. greeting: 

After an absence of several months, circumstances require me to 
address you as a body of whom [ was once a member, and in so do- 
ing I will endeavor to be as brief as possible. You will remember 
that a few weeks before I left Norfolk, you granted me a letter of re- 
commendation, (which I haye still in my possession) which states that 
1 was in good standing with you at that time, (4th Oct.) since which 
tume you have thought proper to expel me, as I have learned from a 
private letter, as also from a publication in the ‘Religious Herald” al- 
luding to me. As soon as I received said publication, I wrote the en- 
closed letter* to your Pastor, R. B. C. Howell, requesting him in his 
private capacity todo me justice as to the assertions made in said publi- 
cation, and also as your pastor to inform me what charges were made 
in order to my expulsion, so that I could then address you, and if un- 
true refute them, and if true acknowledge my fault, or return you the 
letter which you granted me. 

I received his replyt (2 copy of which is also herein enclosed) a 
few days since to which I have again fe wage W hen you have read 
our correspondence, you will perceive that he is resolved to prevari- 
cate arid if possible prevent me from receiving that justice which is 
due me. Having ascertained this to be the fact, I have taken the lib- 
erty of addressing you, requesting of you the information whieh I re- 
quired from him, Chat is to inform me, particularly of every charge 
which you have against me) by doing so you will confer a favor on 
one whose prayer to God is, that you may grow in grace and in the 
knowledge of the truth. “May you live in peace and love with faith; 
and oe with all who love and serve our Lord Jesus in sincerity 
and truth. 


Yours, Wma. F. M. Arxy. 





* Letter No. 1. t Letter No. 2. t Letter No. 3. 
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LETTER NO. 1 
To R. B. C. Howe t, y 
Bethany, June 3d, 1834. 

Srr,—In addressing you I have used the above title sup- 
posing that the appellation of brother, would not be accepta- 
ble, coming from one whom you consider and have con- 
demned as a heretic, without giving him an opportunity to 
answer for himself, which I find to be my case from a publi- 
cation now before me, as also from letters received from 
some of the good brethren of Norfolk, in which they inform 
me of a sermon you delivered, in which you alluded to me, 
stating things which they supposed were untrue; however of 
that I shall say nothing, but shall request some explanation 
from you in your individual capacity as to the publication 
alluded to above, and I request you as pastor of the Cumber- | 
land street Baptist Church, and head, and organ of that body, ; 
to inform me what charges that church has, or did, bring 
against me, in order to expel me, who was one of their num- 
ber, feeling assured that they cannot find any thing in my 
moral or religious character, that is inconsistent with the 
word of God, and having their approbation to that amount 
expressed in their letter of dismission granted to me but a 
few weeks before the proceedings above alluded to. I have 
come to the conclusion that there must be a misrepresenta- 
tion in the matter, or that they must have judged me without 
a prayerful consideration, at the impulse of the moment, be- 
ing induced by some persons present to decide without ma- 
ture deliberation; for I cannot think that they would have 
judged me in the manner they have done, without giving me 
an opportunity to defend myself, or without requesting me 
to return the letter which they had granted but shortly be- 
fore, unless their minds were biassed, as I before said by 
some person present; I am ready to make any excuse for this 
hasty and far from just decision, and I now address you, 
with the request that you will inform me what charges the 
church has or did bring against me, so that I may, if wntrue, 
refute them, and if true, may return them their letter or ac- 
knowledge my fault; for my desire is that no man shall speak 
or think evil of me, and particularly the brethren in Norfolk, , 
as I love them much, and my prayer to God is, that they may te 
live in love and wnion, “growing in grace and in the know- 
ledge of the truth.” 

In a letter dated, “Norfolk, January 21st, 1834,” published 
in the “Religious Herald,” which I received but a day or two 
since, but not through the kindness of yourself or the Editor, 
but through the attention of a friend in Richmond, to whom a? 
I wrote for the purpose of procuring said paper, having been ® 
informed by some of the brethren in Norfolk that you bad 
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noticed me, which is also published in the “Baptist Inter- 
preter,” which I received by mail this day, in both of which, 

ou state as follows: “An earnest of the fact that they will 
be strictly enforced, has already taken place; a young man 
‘not more than third cousin to Solomon’ had a few weeks 
before Campbell honored Norfolk with a proclamation, taken 
a letter of dismission, and gone to your good city in search 
of employment, there he fell in with Campbell, fully em- 
braced the ‘Ancient Gospel,’ obtained a sudden call to preach, 
from whom I do not pretend to say, decided to go home with 
the Bishop, ‘set ty per and in a word, to use the Bishop’s own 
classic style, ‘to be manufactured into a preacher,’ he re- 
turned to Norfolk, enlightened to a wonderful degree; he had 
found out that the church was a most corrupt and tyrannical 
body, he had obtained great volubility, and argued most loudly 
at the corners of the streets, but in a few days he left us in 
our darkness, and set out for the factory.” It is thus you 
have misrepresented me, and have published several false- 
hoods in the few lines above extracted from your letter, to 
the injury of my character as a Christian in the estimation 
of a few of my many acquaintances, who know, from the 
circumstances of the case that it is to me you allude; but let 
it be understood that I do not wish to impeach you or accuse 
you of wilful falsehoods, I am ready to make any excuse 
for you that may have the least plausibility in it, and have 
attributed it to your bad me . I shall, therefore, endea- 
vor to refresh your memory, with the hope that you will see 
the error into which you have fallen, and do me the justice 
of correcting it in as publie a manner as you have done the 
inju You will recollect, that some four or five months 
before i spoke 6f going to Richmand, I called to see you, and 
at that interview I mentioned, that kT felt it to be my duty, 
and that I believed I was cauLep to preach the Gospel, but 
that I felt my.incompetency, not having sufficient knowledge 
and experience,” and I requested you “to advise me in what 
manner I should prepare myself in order to obtain a know- 
ledge of the Greek.” You stated, ‘that you would advise 
me to go to a Theological Seminary.” In reply I remarked, 
“that my engagements would not permit me to go at that 
time, but that I was anxious to prepare myself in order to 
enter such an establishment as soon as I could conveniently.” 
You then advised me “to procure a Latin Grammar,” which 
I did. I called again to see you a few weeks before I left 
Norfolk for Richmond; every argument was used by you then, 
to persuade me to go to a Seminary near that ant you 
stated, “that you would give me a letter of recommendation, 
and that you would use your influence with the church in 
order to procure a license for me, and that you had no doubt 
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of my success, and that I could be of great use in proclaim- 
ing the Gospel.” In reply I stated, that I had a desire to be 
useful, but that I did not wish to be that far dependant on any 
rson or church, and that I thought that I could get a situation 
in Richmond or Petersburg, where I could, in a short time, be 
able to save sufficient, (with what I expected to get from 
another source,) to support me while I should be at a semi- 
nary; you then said you would give me letters to merchants 
in Petersburg and Richmond, which last I have still in my 
ssession, in which you state my motives thereby contradict- 
ing your assertion above quoted, “that I was suddenly called 
to preach.” Thus you see and know that I was not “‘sud- 
denly called” as you say in “Richmond” but that “I thought 
I was called” before I left Norfolk, for that city. In the next 
place you state that “I returned to Norfolk, enlightened to a 
wonderful degree, and that I had fownd out that the Church 
was a most corrupt and tyrannical body.” J made no such 
assertion, and therefore cannot understand in what manner 
you ascertained that I had found out that the church was 
corrupt, &c. But from what you say it would appear that 
you admit or wish to stigmatize the Church whh’ tech a 
eharacter. You also say, “he argued most loudly at the cor- 
ners of the streets,” this J deny, it is therefore necessary for 
you, to produce evidence to sustain that assertion, for it is no 
more than an assertion, as is the whole of your letter, without 
the least attempt at proof. I shall now notice that part of your 
letter which speaks of my being ‘“‘manufactured a preacher,” 
and my “setting of type.” I have to inform you that I have 
not “set a type” since I have been in this country, having 
been otherwise employed. However, had I been thus en- 
aged it would have been more honorable to have earned my ) 
iving, in that way, and have something to give the poor than 
to be dependant on others for a For I hold it more 
honorable and more in accordance with the christian religion 
to proclaim the Gospel and Kingdom of Christ “without 
money and without price,” which I am determined to do as 
far as in me lies, not by word of mouth only but by my cha- 
racter and life, to use the words of him whom I profess to 
follow; to “‘let my light shine before the world, that they 
seeing my good works may be induced to glorify my father 
who isin heaven.” As to being “manufactured a preacher,” 
you know that it was your desire that I should go to some of 
your institutions for that purpose, but I declined, and stated 
“that I believed that an attentive study and obedience to 
God’s word was sufficient in order to live the life of a chrie- 
tian, and that I believed it to be the duty of every one, who 
professed the name of our Saviour, to proclaim his goodness 
to the world both by word and example.” (I stated this to 
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you after my return from Richmond.) I also remarked that 
[ had procured a situation where I would have every facility 
necessary to the procuring of a knowledge of God’s Word; 
you admitted what I said, but stated that the sentiments of 
the person with whom I had engaged was heretical, and you 
asked me if I had embraced his sentiments? In reply I stated, 
that I would not embrace yours, A. Campbell’s, or any other 
verson’s sentiments that were not in accordance with the 
Word of God, and 1 have I believe done so thus far, and 

I hope to continue in like manner until the day of my death. 
’ You then made the following proposition: “If I would not 
go with Mr. Campbell, you would procure my entrance at 
the Columbia College, that Mr. Chapin had informed you 
that he would educate a young man gratis that you or the 
church would recommend, and that you would give me your 
recommendation, and had no doubt but that I could also get 
a letter from the church, infact, you told me you would get 
it for me at the next church meeting (which met the next 
evening) if I would say I would not go to the west.” I re- 
plied, “I will think on the subject and give you an answer 
at my next interview.” In the mean time I asked the advice 
of some of the brethren, who are members of your church, 
on the matter, and they advised me to let college theology 
alone, to go to the western country and study my Bible. | 
also deliberated prayerfully on the matter myself, and came 
to the conclusion, that the best theology was to be found in 
the word of God. This I informed you at my last interview, 
when I bid you farewell. 

I have mentioned the principal part of our conversations 
on these occasions, with the hope that it will be thereby 
brought to your memory and that you will do me justice. 

You will please excuse my plain manner of writing, hav- 
ing addressed you in haste, and not professing to have the 
wisdom of Solomon, or his “third cousin,” it will not be ex- 
pected that my letter will be perfect as to arrangement, &c. 
It is written for your private eye, for I am no advocate of 
public, or newspaper discussions of differences between per- 
sons professing to be christians, unless they are positively 
necessary. 

I hope you will give me a speedy answer to my inquiry in 
the commencement of this letter, directed to me at “Bethany, 
Brooke county, Virginia,” and that you will remove the mis- 
representations made against me, in the “Religious Herald,” 
with the request that the Editor of the “Baptist Interpreter” 
will also give it an insertion. 

With my wishes for your eternal welfare, I subscribe my- 
self, yours, respectfully, Wu. F. M. Arry. 
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LETTER NO. Il. 
Norfolk, 16th June, 1834. 
Mr. ARNey, : 

Sir,—lI have, as you perceive returned your letter; several 
reasons have injJuced me to do so, but principally the con- 
viction that if you have reflected on its character, you are be- 
fore this, heartily ashamed of such a production. 

You may remember that | demanded of you, your letter of 
dismission, before you left Norfolk. I then told you the 
church, unless you gave up the letter would revoke it and 
publish the revocation. You refused to give it up, they did as 
I told you they would, and afterwards expelled you, with but 
one dissenting voice, that dissentient was James Hali, who 
has since been expelled for an assault and battery upon a 
member, in the meeting house. That your letter has not 
been required to be given up, is owing to the neglect of the 
clerk. You will please forward itto Thomas D. Toy, clerk, 
Norfolk, together with my letter of introduction for you to “a 
merchant in Richmond,” which I hereby request you for ob- 
vious reasons to return. 

You will please, unless you choose to be more respectful, 
to write no more letters to me. Iam, &c. 

R. B. C. Howet. 
William Arney, Bethany, Va.., 


LETTER NO. Ul. 
Bethany, Va. June 20th, 1834. 

Sir,— Yours of the 16th is to hand, in which you state, that 
“you demanded the letter of dismission granted me by the 
church, and unless I gave up the letter the church would re- 
voke it and publish the revocation.” 

In reply to this it will only be necessary to state our con- 
versation on that subject, and to give you the same denial 
(to this demand of the letter) I gave you on. that occasion, 

After your inquiry which I mentioned in my former letter 
(“if I had embraced A. Cambpell’s sentiments or not”) you 
stated, “that some of the members of the church had requested 
you to call a meeting to examine my conduct.” I replied, 
“they can have no charge against my moral or religious cha- 
racter, and that it would afford me pleasure, to attend sucha “ 
meeting, in order to answer any charge which they should 
make against me, and I requested you to call said meeting, 
and offered to remain some time longer in Norfolk if 
would do so;” you replied, “I think it prudent not to calla 
meeting, and J will not have one on any consideration if it 
is in my power to prevent it;” stating at the same time that, 
“it would not tend to the peace and harmony of the church.’ 
I then again stated that “they could have no charge against 
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my moral or religious character,” as I had a letter from them 
to that amount, upon which you requested me to “give said 
letter to you.” I replied, “I will not give it to any individual, 
but if the church requests it, I will then think of giving it 
up, and not till then, and I see no reason why they should 
request it;” you then said, “they” (the church) “have no 
charge against your moral or religious character, farther than 
this, you have made an engagement to go west with a person 
who is not orthodox in his sentiments, which argues, that 
you are also heretical.” Upon which I observed, “I have 
taken God’s word for my guide, and I feel assured if my sen- 
timents or character are tried by that, they will be found 
blameless. You again (without appearing to notice my last 
observation, ) requested the letter, and stated, “If I would not 
give it to you, the church would be under the necessity of 
publishing me in a public paper.” I replied, “I will not give 
it to you or any person unless the church demands it, and | 
suppose they will not.” 

hus you see I stand in the same relation to you and the 
church I did at my last interview with you, for I have re- 
ceived no communication from the church, and have seen no 
publication on the subject, unless I am to understand that 
you act for the church, and that the letter published in the 
“Religious Herald” was done by you in behalf of the ehurch; 
and this it is evident is not the case, for said letter is ad- 
dressed to the editor of that paper in your private capacity. 

As to returning your letter of recommendation (now my 
property) I cannot do it, as I will be under the necessity of 
using it for the purpose of vindicating myself from the mis- 
representations made in your letter, for it appears that you 
are resolved to prevent me if possible, from receiving that 
justice which is my due. 

But this I will state. As soon as you correct the injury 
done me in as public a manner as you have done the injury, 
1 will forward to you said letter, and not till then. 

As to forwarding the letter the church gave me, to Tho- 
mas Toy, (your brother-in-law) I cannot do it until the 
church inform me what charges they have against me, (or 
inform me that you are authorised to transact said business 
with me,) so that I may have an opportunity to refute them 
if untrue. 

You will please excuse me if I have said any thing, in this 
or my former letter, which wounded your feelings, for it 
has been far from my wish to do so, all that has been said 
I thought the necessity of the case required. With respect, 

ours, in haste, Wituam F. M. Ary. 

o R. B. C. Howe ., ‘ 

Pastor Cumberland st. Baptist Church, Norfolk, Va. 











Richmond, June 10, 1835. 
To the Elders of the Church in Baltimore, Greeting: 

Dear BreTuren,—I am informed by Bro. Powell, who has recently 
visited you, that you are expecting our beloved Bro. Scott from Ohio. — 
This information gives me great pleasure, though, if ever there existed 
a Church that needed his services less, it is that in the city of Balti- 
more. Some of the Christians in Virginia, with whom I am ac- 
quainted, earnestly hope that in drawing him to your city, you have 
had the benefit of the good cause in these parts equally in view. Some 
of the brethren in this city have requested me to urge you to send him 
hither before he returf¥, giving them due notice, and to say, that as the 
call is theirs they will’see his expenses paid, as it is fit—seeing that he 
will have to do work which it is incumbent on them todo, but which 
jn a body they cannot perform. The simpie truth seems aliost pow- 
erless in this age, so all-absorbing is the lust of the flesh, the lust of the 
eye, and the pride of life both with the Christians, and the world, reli- 

ious and infidel. Few revere the majesty of the truth; but few obey 
its precepts, further than suits their purpose or calms their fears. Fic- 
titious tales, and old wives’ fables, credulity for faith, and swperstition 
for religion is the order of the day. Had I not the firmest confidence 
in the testimony of God, so much do men seek their own and not¢he 
things of God, I should be almost ready to despair. But we must fight 
before we win, we must sow before we reap, we must run before we 
gain the prize; and when we turn our minds to the contemplation of 
the things to be revealed in the day of the Lord Jesus Christ, the mag- 
nificent glory and the unbounded view confirm our faith, animate our 
hope, and urge us onward to the eonquest, the harvest, and the prize. 

Brother Ware of Bowlet’s, Essex, Virginia, one of the Rappahan- 
nock brethren, tells me he has paid you a visit. Both he and Bro. P. 
are delighted with what they witnessed. 1 learn from these brethren 
‘that our Sister Church in Baltimore receives none from the “Old Bap- 
tists,” who do not confess Jesus publicly at the time of admission into 
her fellowship. 1 cannot express the satisfaction this intelligence af- 
fords me; for, in this practice, the Church of Christ in Baltimore re- 
cognizes the principle I have contended for in my writings as well as 
addresses, which many brethren can testify. I rejoicé, not because 
what I contend for is admitted, but, because the Church, in its practice, 
is doing justice to the truth, which it is high time to do in the face of a 
frowning world. The principle is this—that the terms of admissien 
into a Baptist Church are not adequate toa reception into a Church of 
Christ. But my satisfaction is not without alloy, for it appears to me, 
and with all deference I state the conviction, that the Church has not 
carried out the principle according to knowledge. Illustrative of the 
matter [ would respectfully submit the following queries to the candid 
and unflinching examination of the brethren: 

1. Wherefore do you demand a confession of a Baptist? If itis, 
because none has been made by him before, then, of what value was 
the immersion of such a-candidate unconnected with the. confession 
that Jesus is the Christ, whose blood cleanses from all sin? 

2. {s.a Christian built upon immersion or upon the confession made 
by Peter. Matt. xvi. 7? If on the confession, then, as the foundation 
is always laid before the building is raised, the confession ought to 
come first and the immersion after; but by acknowledging the immer- 
sion valid without the confession (which the Church ‘in practice 
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by requiring confession of Baptist candidates long after their immer- 
sion) the immersion is made the foundation, and not the rock or con- 
fession, that Jesus is the Christ. 

3. ls immersion, unconnected with belief in the written testimony 
of the Holy Spirit concerning Jesus—daptism in the estimation of the 
Church? if it is (which 1] do not for a moment believe) then it is the 
water, and not the blood of Christ, that purifies, and washes away 
sins! 

4. Would the Church immerse a man first, and then proceed to con- 
vince him that Jesus is the Christ? If she would not, why does she 
now receive persons into her fellowship who heye been immersed first 
and are required to confess aflerward. 

5. If it be necessary for these to confess, why are they not required 
to be immersed again in order that they may be baptized for the first 
‘ime? Confession is not baptism, neither is immersion without con- 
fession. 

6. Can the Ordinances of the Kingdom of Heaven be administered 
validly by aliens, and therefore, beyond the territories of the Great 
King; and independently of the Church of Christ, which is the pillar 
and support of the truth? 

lf, Brethren, we admit the premises, by all that is sacred in the truth, 
do not let us flinch from the conclusion—that in nine hundred and 
ninety-nine cases out of one thousand members of popular Baptist 
Churches both eonfession and re-immersion are necessary for their ad- 
mission into the Church of Christ. Illustrative of this necessity, take 
the following exhibition of the way in which Baptists “get religion,” 
and then say if the religion they get be not superstition, their faith 
credulity, and the whole a strong delusion sent them by God, that they 
should believe a lie, because they believe not the truth, but take piea- 
sure in iniquity. 2 Thess. ii. 12. It is taken from the Religious Her- 
ald, whose Editor has copied it approvingly from the American Bap- 
tist. Michael Quin, the writer, says he came to Cape May, as a Mis- 
sionary, under the patronage of some Anti-Christian Body, called 
‘The New Jersey Baptist State Convention.”* He found things in 
great confusion, and proceeded to institute measures for the renovation 
of the Church, whi¢h he says he performed, not by the word of God as 
we would expect, but by the assistance of a council from sister 
churches. ‘This is the means of renovation generally adopted by his 
Holiness the Pope, Mr. Michael Quin’s master. By the end of the 
year, he says he baptized thirty-one persons. Now, mark the prep:- 
ration for this Baptist Baptism. The question with this Missionary’s 
flock was ‘what can be done?” “The church solemnly agreed to 
meet on the first week in February.” ‘Those of us” says Mr. Mi- 
chael “whose business it was to preach, would try to do so; and those 
who could pray and exhort would de so; and those who could do nei- 
ther would weep before the Lord for the slain of the daughters of our 
God's people”!!! Five, whose business it was to preach, began their 
operations. “A general movement of the spirit was discernible from 
the beginning;. but it appeared on the Monday evening, asif the Lord 





* This is something expressed in words taught by human wisdom not in words 
mught by the spirit: the thing, therefure, is not spiritual, and cannot consequent- 
ty be explai in spiritual words; our readers may, therefore save themselves 
the trouble of searching the New Testament scripwres for a description of it; 
for nothing like Religious State Conventions are to be found there. 
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had let down the Holy Ghost in his powerful influence so as to affect the 
whole congregation.” !!! Here is the preparation for the immersion 
of thirty-one persons. An alleged state of things, which, if the scrip- 
tures be true, isthe grossest falsehood, the merest old wife’s fable of all 
the fictitieus tales ever published in a religious newspaper. How 
was the movement of the spirit discernible—was it seen or heard? 
What does this Michael Quin mean by the Lord letting down the Ho- 
ly Ghost? Did a single man, woman or child ir this assembly, work 
a miracie, speak with tongues, or had they iuminous appearances on 
their heads? If not, where was the power of the influence? Incon- 
verting to the Baptist religion thirty-one out of one hundred who ‘‘ask- 
ed for an interest in the prayers of God’s children.” Is this what Bap- 
tists call the powerful influence of the Holy Ghost? What a discre- 
pancy in the power exerted at Cape May and on the day of Pentecost! 
Of the remaining sixty-nine, “some are asking what they must do to 
be saved; and others profess to have obtained a trembling hope”! 
Now, brethren, suppose these thirty-one immersed, but deluded vo- 
taries of superstition, were to present themselves for admission into the 
Charch over which you preside, could you conscientiously receive them 
upon a simple confession? If you could, then, I see nocavse why you 
should not fraternize with every devout pedorhantist in the land, upon 
a simple confession that Jesus is the Christ. But, brethren, 1 am too 
well acquainted with your intelligence to believe you would receive 
such persons, with these facts before you, without requiring them both 
to confess and to be re-immersed. ‘The true Church of Christ is thus 
spoken of by the Apostle—“Christ also loved the congregation, and 
gave himself for it; that he might sanctify it, having cleansed it with 
a bath of water, wiiA the word, (not separate nor distinct from, but 
with the word,) that he might present it to himself glorious, a con- 
gregation not having spot or wrinkle, or any such thing; but that it 
might be holy and without blemish.” Eph. x. 26. Can it be said of 
Michael Quin’s thirty-one converts—can it be said of Baptist Churches 
generally—that they have been cleansed by a bath of water conjomed 
to the word of truth? Are they sanctified? No, for in their prayers, 
they confess they are full of wounds, and bruises, and putrifying sores; 
that they are sinners in the hope—the trembling hope, ef pardon, and 
that if they get to heaven at all they must get there as sinners! Paul 
teaches us we must get there as glorious, immaculate, unwrinkled, holy 
and unblemished saints; but Michael Quin and the populars know bet- 
terthan Paul. If they yield obedience toone precept of the Divine 
law, it is the obedience of bondsmen, and notof sons. If a Church of 
Christ receive such into its fellowship can it be said to be without 
spot or wrinkle? The Apostle exhorts us to “examine ourselves, 
whether we be in THE faith:”—let us do it, therefore, even if it should 
bring us to the conviction that we ought all to be re-immersed that we 
may be for once baptized. If we are wrong at the foundation all the’ 
rest isa mere rope of sand. My conviction is, that all among us, who 
have not been immersed upon the confession that Jesus is the Christ, 
and who did not wndersiandingly appreciate the value of his blood, had 
better be re-immersed upon that confession—and that all, from this 
time forth, who may wish to join us from the Baptist denomination (a 
few excepted who can show just and scriptural cause for exception,).- 
be required to make an intelligent confession and to be re-immersed. 
These things [ submit to you, Brethren, in your Presbyterial and 
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Congregational capacity as matters of superlative importance to th 
well-being of us. all, and of those who ma ne Ane, ra for the 
truth. The Church,—the highly favored Church in Baltimore—is the 
pillar and support of the truth in that city; it behoves you, therefore, 
to scrutinize dispassionately this matter; which, if carried into practice, 
will be the purification of the Churches. None will object who have 
embraced the principles of the Restoration from a love of the truth. 
Had | not good testimony, or rather the testimony of a good con- 
science, purified by faith in the blood of BT this day’s sun 
should not go down before [ put on Christ intelligently. Let us act no- 
bly in these matters; for the very perfection of christian nobility is 
whith we discover our errors to abandomthem even at the peril of liber- 
ty, of property, and of life. That this will be the judgment of our be- 
loved brethren in your city is the confidence of your Brother in the 
hope of incorruptibility and an immortal life. Tue Epiror. 





BABEL BUILDING. 
James Town, Ohio, 11th May, 1835. 

Be.oveo Brotner Txomas,—Y our 12th Number has been 
received, and J.am well pleased with the contents of the vo- 
lume—have lost No. 3, or else it is miscarried, if you have 
any of that No. on hand, should like to obtain one, to make 
the volume complete. 

Those who most obstruct the rebuilding of the Spiritua! 
Temple, are our nearest relations, as was the case of old. 
The Samaritans oppose more than any others. Those who 
preach Faith, Repentance, and Immersion, by placing Faith 
and Repentance before, and Baptism, after, remission of 
sins, prevent more from obeying the Gospel, than all the 
other opposers put together. They keep men and women 
waiting to obtain the Holy Spirit, and the remission of sins, 
before they are fit subjects for Baptism. In this way they 
prevent obedience to the Gospel, and hinder the erection of 
the Temple upon the old foundation laid by Jesus and his 
Apostles. They all, learned and unlearned, have become— 
critics. The word “for,” with them, whether used as a pre- 
position, or as a conjunction, always means “because of.” 
But the copulative conjunction “and” which converts re- 
pentance and the name of Jesus Christ, as well as Baptism, 
1s very much in their way, in the passage in the 2d of Acts. 
If Baptism were left out of the passage, then it would read, 
“Repent every one of you, in the name of Jesus Christ, for 
remission of sins,” that is “because of remission of sins,” or 
because your sins have been remitted. This perplexes them 
prodigiously; for it is every where taught, that remission ot! 
sins comes through the, name of Jesus Christ, and not that 
the name of Jesus Christ comes through remission of sins. 

Besides, when their whole interpretation is put into the 
passage, it makes it look like a man with his heels put be- 
fore and his toes behind. Now, look at it as they fix if, 








“Repent and be baptized every one of you in the name of Je- 
sus Christ because your sins have been remitted, and you 
have (not shall) received the gift of the Holy Spirit.” 

This passage has been so well constructed by the Holy 
Spirit, who gave Peter utterance on that occasion, that every 
one who attempts to alter it, to suit his own theory, or as he 
says experience, destroys its meaning, and so deforms it, 
that he becomes ashamed to exhibit it in company, especial- 
ly if there be any present who had seen it, before their dis- 
tortion. 

May your editorial labors during the next year, lead many 
out of darkness, and bring them into the light of the Holy 
Scriptures—Amen. 

Your affectionate Brother in the Kingdom of our Lord and 
Saviour Jesus Christ. M. Winans. 





DOCTOR COX. 

I am informed that the “Rev'd” I. T. Hinton intended to 
answer my letter to the Doctor, but that after he saw it in 
print, he prudently coincided with the advice of his friends, 
to pass it by unnoticed. A contemptuous silence was 
thought the best replication. From the anxiety to procure 
the Advocate which contains the letter, the contempt we 
suspect is merely aflected. Dr. Cox was more polite; for, we 
understand, he considered the epistle as quite a respectful 
one; and that he intends to reply to it when he returns to 
England. This is prudent. But if the “Reverend” Isaac 
Taylor should think better of the matter, let him reply. We 
cry no mercy. Contain what charges it may, we will give 
it full insertion in the Advocate. In the letter, 1 mentioned 
Messrs. Baptist, Fife, and Mason by name, that the Doctor 
might have an opportunity of sifting my testimony by ap- 
pealing to them, (for they were in the city,) and of expos- 
ing me as a slanderer, if I had not recorded the truth. I 
know the ground upon which I stand, and though priests 
may rage and the people imagine vain things, I smile at the 
wiinditied storm. Some squeamish critics, | am told, object 
tothe phrase “infernal phraseology.” They blame me for 
using the word infernal. Why do they not blame Mr. Fife 
for using such phraseology. ho that has heard him, does 
not know that all his arguments and inducements addressed 
to his hearers, to persuade them to “get religion,” are 
culled from the horribles of hell? Are not “damnation,” 
“eternal fire,” “brimstone, “everlasting torment,” “devils in 
hell,” &c. &c. &c. familiar expressions with him? Let those 
who have heard him, testify. Are not these ideas drawn 
from below? And are our learned critics ignorant, that the 
word infernal signifies from beneath or from hell? My rule 
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in writing and speaking is to suit the word to the idea, and 
the action to the word;—if, therefore, Mr. Fife speaks of he]]- 
ish things, and makes them the burden of his discourse, his 

hraseology must be hellish or infernal; if, on the contrary, 
Ee were to make heavenly things his theme, as the Apostles 
delighted to do, his speech would be heavenly or supernal. 
Words are signs of ideas, but in this hypocritical age, they 
are employed as words without knowledge to darken coun- 
sel. An honest man will blame him who murders the gos- 
pel by such demoniacal expressions, and not the scribe who 
is fearless enough to record the truth. The “Reverend” 
Mr. Fife knows better than, upon reflection, to approve his 
own sayings; when in Scotland he dared not use such lan- 
guage, when pretending to preach the gospel; he knows well 
that his brethren there, would have put a veto upon his lips, 
until he had learned to speak of spiritual things in spiritual 
words. Weenvy not Mr. Fife’s conscience; for having been 
once enlightened, the twinges he must suffer in his sober 
seasons, we doubt not, unless indeed, his conscience have 
become seared, must bedew his brow with cold and clammy 
drops.—As for “‘the Reverend” Mr. Hinton and his friends, 
we shall let “the Reverend” Andrew Broaddus speak to them 
in his own language, as contained in his letter to A. Camp- 
bell over the signature “Paulinus.’—“In some cases,” says 
he, “the opposers of truth find a convenient asylum from its 
shafts, in an affected contempt for their assailants; and when 
they dare not treat his talents in this way, they will some- 
times affect to despise the spirit by which he is actuated: 
and thus dreading his weapons, and the skill with which he 
wields them, they cover themselves with this pretext in or- 
der to avoid the battle. Indeed I cannot help suspecting, 
that there are Eprrors of Re.icious Journats, who in re- 
gard to the Christian Baptist, have betaken themselves to 
this convenient refuge. But though I would wish to see you 
‘cut off occasion from those who desire occasion,’ pray ob- 
serve, | would not wish you to cut off the points of your ar- 
rows, whenever they are directed at error or folly.” Gentle- 
men! Farewell. I shall follow friend Andrew’s advice. 

. Epiror. 





OUR ANECDOTE. 

The anecdote in. our last number has gained us much cen- 
sure from certain partizans. They cannot deny the facts, 
for there is too much testimony on hand to sustain them: but 
they are highly incensed at me for daring to record the 
truth. We would say to these worthy sons of Adam, your 
censure is more honorable than your praise. Men of truth, 
in all ages, have ever been censured for daring to tell the 
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truth; yes, some have been put to death on this account. 
“Do not fear their threats” is the exhortation of an Apos- 
tle to those who were censured in his day for speaking and 
acting out the truth. Now, gentlemen, you may think to 
jntimidate me by the insinuations which have reached me; 
but let me tell you, once for all, the only fear before my eyes 
is the fear of God. The subject of the anecdote has shown 
more good sense than his partizans. Your censure, if you 
were just, would fall upon him, for avting as he did, and up- 
on Parson Montague for his inconsistency; and not upon me; 
whom you ought the rather to commend, for daring to ex- 
pose such anti-christian conduct. My motive for giving the 
anecdote was to exhibit to the world the fruits of “ortho- 
doxy” in the sayings and doings of its partizans, as illustra- 
tive of the saying of Jesus by their fruits ye shall know 
them. Here then was political enthusiasm on the one hand, 
and theological absurdity on the other, both the fruits of the 
Baptist Religion in Richmond and Essex. And not only so, 
but who are these “orthodox” people? The very ones who 
sit in judgment upon those who contend as we do, that ez- 
cept a man bring forth the fruits of righteousness he can- 
not attain to the resurrection of the just. Weask you, gen- 
tlemen censors, whether we have not a right, to exhibit to 
society, in self-defence, the fruits, the unholy fruits, of that 
religion, which, in the persons of its disciples, sits in judg- 
ment upon us, and casts many of us out of its synagogues? 
We repeat, that except a man bring forth the fruits of right- 
eousness, be he Baptist or “Reformer,” Deacon or Parson, 
he cannot attain to eternal life. We must see more of these 
fruits in Baptist churches, in churches of “Reformers,” in 
their individual and collective capacity, before we can be- 
lieve, that more than one-tenth of their number will enter 
the Kingdom of God., Those that love and practice the 
truth least, are the most ready to sympathize with political 
enthusiasts, and the “Reverend” leaders of a superstitious 
crowd. Had the subject of the anecdote not professed chris- 
tianity, or the Parson pretended to teach its precepts, neither 
the one nor the other would have been interrupted by me. I 
believe the world has altogether corrupted the way of the 
Lord, as did the Antediluvians; it is my province therefore, 
to unmask the pretences of all that come within my reach, 
who set up as leaders of the people, in relation to the religion 
of Christ. As to the politics of the party, they are nothing 


to me; being of no party myself, I care neither for Whigs, 
Tories, Jacksonmen, nor Radicals, they are all equally re- 
spectable in my eyes: politics concern me no further than as 
they give birth to events on the theatre of the world, prov- 
ing the existence of a gubernatorial providence over the em- 
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pires of the earth, by fulfilling God’s predictions by his sey- 
vants the prophets. Let those among you, gentlemen, who 
profess to be enlightened and free, grant to us the same 
_ ou claim for yourselves; and that is chiefly, the righ: 

ing what we believe to be true in relation to morals 
and ——e of ee a let us pag! no more a whip- 
ping, waylaying, : noses, or discontinuing the Ad- 
vocate. You can do all these if you please, but we shal! 
persist; for while we can collect. revenues to pay the printer, 
neither your appealg to our back, our nose, or our pocket, 
will avail you anything;—the truth must and - be told. 

DITOR. 


Certain Correspondents are excluded from this Number for 
want of room; but they will appear im our next. 
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